CLAIM RETECTIONS 
35 U.S.C. S102 Rejections 

Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Rubbert et 
al. (U.S. 6,632,089). The Applicants have reviewed the cited reference and respectfully 
submit that the present invention as is set forth in Claims 1-35 are not anticipated or 
rendered obvious by Rubbert et al (U.S. 6,632,089). 

Examiner is respectfully directed to independent Claim 1, which recites that an 

embodiment of the present invention is directed to a method for producing a model of 

an object, comprising: 

receiving at least one image of said object in a computing device; 
- processing one or more of said at least one image to produce a model of said 
object; 

generating feedback information corresponding to said model of said object; and 
imparting said feedback information to a user of said computing device 
concurrently with said processing such that a determination is enabled to be made 
whether said model of said object is of a desired quality while said computing device is 
disposed to receive a further image of said object. 

Independent Claims 18, 34, and 35 recite limitations similar to those of 
independent Claim 1. Claims 2-17 and 19-33 depend from Claims 1 and 18 respectively 
and recite further limitations of the claimed invention. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Rubbert does not teach or suggest, either 
expressly or inherently, "generating feedback information corresponding to said model 
of said object; and imparting said feedback information to a user of said computing 
device concurrently with said processing such that a determination is enabled to be 
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made whether said model of said object is of a desired quality while said computing 
device is disposed to receive a further image of said object." As is recited in independent 
Claim 1. 

Rubbert teaches a method of using a hand-held scanner to obtain a virtual model 
of the dentition of a patient. Rubbert teaches that after the scanning workstation has 
processed all the images captured by the hand-held scanner and generated a set of three 
dimensional frames, the frame data is transmitted to the back office server. The back 
office server performs a cumulative registration process for the frames and ultimately 
generates and displays the digital model on a screen display (column 14, lines 14-20). 

The hand-held device described in Rubbert does not generate or impart 
feedback information during the acquisition process that indicates to the user the quality 
of the model of the object. Consequently, the hand-held device as described in Rubbert 
does not enable a rapid assessment, e.g., generates feedback in real time, of the quality of 
a model during the acquisition process. Further, the hand-held device as described in 
Rubbert does not indicate whether additional images need to be acquired during the 
acquisition process. 

In contrast, in the embodiment of the Applicant's invention set forth in 
Applicant's Claim 1, feedback information, e.g., quality of a model, is generated and 
imparted to the user of a computing device, e.g., a hand-held scanner, concurrently with 
the processing of one or more image such that a determination is enabled to be made 
whether the model of the object is of a desired quality while the computing device is 
disposed to receive a further image of the object. Thus, the embodiment of the 
Applicant's invention set forth in Applicant's Claim 1, enables a rapid assessment, e.g., 
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generates feedback in real time, of the quality of a model during the acquisition process 
and can indicate to the user whether additional images need to be acquired during the 
acquisition process. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submit that Rubbert does not anticipate or 
render obvious the present claimed invention as recited in Claims 1, 18, 34, and 35, and 
as such, Claims 1 18, 34, and 35 are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicant 
also respectfully submit that Rubbert does not anticipate or render obvious the present 
claimed invention as is recited in Claims 2-17 dependent on Claim 1 and Claims 19-33 
dependent on Claim 18, and that 19-33 dependent on Claim 18, and 2-17 dependent on 
Claim 1, overcome the Examiner's basis for rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102 as being 
dependent on an allowable base claim. 
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SUMMARY 

In view of the foregoing remarks, the Applicant respectfully submits that the 
pending claims in the instant patent application are in condition for allowance. The 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the Application and allowance of the 
pending claims. 

If the Examiner determines the prompt allowance of these claims could be 
facilitated by a telephone conference, the Examiner is invited to contact John Wagner at 
the below listed phone number. 



Respectfully submitted, 

WAGNER, MURABITO & HAO LLP 




John Wagner 




Address: 



Registration No. 35,398 
Two North Market Street 
Third Floor 



Telephone: 



San Jose, California 95113 
(408) 938-9060 Voice 



(408) 938-9069 Facsimile 
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